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DEFERRED DEBATE.
THURSDAY, AUGUST laTlWa

¦E\m.
PIOTEST.

mT'h^t. Ua,!er co"s"'era,'oit the motion by
Mr Huktich. tluii the protest against the parage of tjlt.
California bill, presehted by him .. Wednesday |u,t. be
received Hint spread upon (lit journal
Mr HUNTEH will: Mr. Vresidlnl, there have been

two I "j*®"0' objections made thin tnorniug to the motion
to ut'°» 'he record. One ot them, con¬

ic*. I expected to hear They we.e n.ade yesterday.
r.f,T Hr t,l'm r, '" ated . <0r »l'»n theH.- con-

Mdrration*, as ttscemsio me, depend the merits of the
ca«e. those which relete to the expediency a.d
propriety of permitting a precedent, which might here-
alter grow into a usage, in relation to the insertion ot
protest" u:«(ii the journal Hut, sir, for thrt other I con

' w':18 not ; for it did Bcein to me that there
was nothing in that protest wlncti the Senate, or anv m.r
tionoi the .Senate could take a* a reflection upou tleir'
motive,, or upon themselves. It j» true that w^di-sen
and dissent strongly, f.om a measure which has received
be assent and apptovalof other gentlemen ; and it it* per-
ha,* impossible, on any occasion, to present reasons for
I n"i ,? n0u' } "'"ne ingenuity ol com true-
tion, be tortured into the conclusion of impugning the
motives of those who held the other side <!f ibe fsh«7
S.7 th-.'? i £ these things to be unconstitu
tional, that we believe that they violate the constitutional

h.d thU| 9?n8,l,u""u! hut we nowhere say that We
believe hat those who voled lor them voted for then,
with that opinion. It is a difference of opinion which we
express; and we do not question in the least degree the
motives of any one who may have voted differently from
us in relation to this bill. VVe say that these are our!
opinions of the tendencies of these measures, and for

, r*"as()|i we voted against them; but we have not in
tended to impute toother gentlemen impure motives, nor
have we pretended to say that they voied for then, think-
'"f, ,

y wo"ld hllve ">e which we suppose they
will have. Now, that is the true construction of it it is
a mere expression ot a difference of opinion between «ren-
tJemen in relation to this maMer. Onjeciions have been
taken to particular passages, which will be found upon
examination not to warrunt the construction wbich has
been placed upon tlietn. The senator from Michigan ob-
Jects to this passage:
Became ibe riKht ol the slavcbolding Stales to a coin

inonaud e,,ua ei.joyrnent ol the terrlrory ol tll<9 Union b«.
been defeated by a .y,tc,n of measure, ihioh, withou, ,

Millionly of |>,ccedunt, of law, of the conMiiu'i ,
were omi.llestly oontrived for lhal purpose, and which

a la'r#Si """" ,anc"on u,kI ul1 Jf"> ahoulU Ibis bill become,

Now, sir, this clause relates not to a system of meas¬
ures contrived and adopted here Far from it It is else¬
where that such a system of measures has been con¬
trived.in Lablorina.partly arising out of the action of
ti.e executive branch ol thin government, and (»nrtly ori-
ginatii g with the people there; and we say that we think
that Congress, by passing such a law as this, would he
adopting and sanctioning that system of nieasur. s. We
do not say that the gentlemen who voted for the bill
thought so They doubtless thought atherwise ; but as
we entertained these opinions, we could not vote for or

a, iitt.ve tht bill.
Mr. CASS. The honorable senator referred to me 1

think, by mistake.
Mr. HUNIKK. I ask pardon of the senator from

Michigan; I meant to say Hi- senator from Wisconsin,
walkkb.] But, Mr. President, ihe senator from

North Carolina [Mr. Baoukh] releried to another' paia
tr-ph. which he seemed to tnink the most objectionable
It is this: ' |

In view of all those consideration*, the undesigned 're

c, i.itrai, ed to believe that this governim-nt could in-ver be
"i-iit to admit a Siuie presenting ,t«ell under such elr-

ciuiiMances, H it were not ;or the puipose ol excluding iho
feople ot ibr siavebolding Slate# Iroin all opportunity oil
setilin« wuh their proimriy in thai territory.
And he seemed to think that this clat.se imputed to

ev»-rv man who voted for the admission of Calilornia that
nitration and purpose, by uo means. But it asserts
this: that unless there were persons here who did vote
froti such considerations, united with others who voted
for it from other considerations, this bill never could
have jiasscd. I presume that nobody will dispute that
therrare gentlemen here who voted upon such considei-
ations, an 1 voted conscientiously upon such considera-
tions. I believe they will admit it. and consider it right
to sanction any system ol measures which excludes
savery, and to reject any system which allows the
slaveholding States to extend themselves equally with
others. The support of the bill wis made up ol different
parties, ol gentlemen acting from ditlerent motives But
this we mean to aa), that we believe that, but for the in¬
fluence ol the anti slavery feeling here, a Territory pre¬
senting itself under the circumstances in which this ha*
been presented could never have been received as a Mate
into this Union. That is what we mean to «ay. I might
ask the senator ftotn North Carolina if he believes it
could have been admitted here, presenting itsell under
such cncumMances, il it had come here with a constitu¬
tion admitting slavery f I do not ask him as to his own
vote, hut as to Ins belief.

Mr. BaDGLK. 1 have the strongest reason to believe
that it would not have been admitted. The honorable
senator will understand that I did not undertake to inves¬

tigate whether the propositions stated there were true or
not. 1 stated precisely that they might be correct. I
have my own opinion abgul tbat, and he has bis; but 1 in¬

tended lo be understood that here was a statement as to
the motives or reasons supposed to govern one or more
or the whole of the members of this body who voted for
Ihe bill; and if the ISenat® puts that statement on the
record, will it not follow that if thcue gentlemen demre
to put their proposition in answer on the record, it must
must be put there also/ That was the puiisme lor which
I read the extract.

Mr. HUNTER. I shall come to that presently. I
0,,ly iel«rred to it for the purpose of showing that it did
not necessarily carry with it a reflection on the motive*
of any gentleman. I believe there are gentlemen here
w ho would take it as a compliment, rather than a reflec-
Hon on their motives, to have it said that they bad acted
on such considerations, and who think it would be doing
what was n«ht an < proper to act on such consideration*
Hut we were far Irom imputing it lo all who voted for
the bill; nor is that a legitimate inference or deduction
worn this |>assage. But, sir, there is another pa«««ge to
which the senator from Wisconsin [Mr Wsi.ierJ «b.
jects for the same reasons. It is this:

But, la.tly, we rfiwent from this bill, snd solemnly nrotett

against its paotngft, Iscinin in ««nctlonni(( ,n«a>urM so
eon rary to lormer pre, edent, in obvioao |H,l «y to ih« spirit
and intent of tbe constitution ol the United Mt*,«., for the
pUlpocc ol excluding the ulaveholding from the Terri-
'Ory Ihu, be erected it.io a (lata, tiill g'lvermrlant in
erti-ct declares thai tht exclusion ol slavery Iroin the terri-

I'i'lL . i* Stales isan object so high and important
X " k""1 "ot ol,lN Sl1 principles ol

sound policy, but al.o of the constitution ilwtl

r>nK-'u!'wb».,Ti* w**re rig an opinion in relation
only to what the constitution is. and not imputing to those
gentlemen who supported the bill thai they voted against
their own belitf as to the constitution. But we say that
for as to have s-r,et,o,;ed . would Uve' to have
sanctioned a measure having th.s ten.lency and purpose*
and it is 10 this point of view that gentlemen s , u|
v^w it in looking into the paper to -ee whether it. wn
tents are res,lectful or not. But, .r. | Buhfnit lh7t
coatenu of the ,>aper, provided they are resi»etfu| l,sve
nothing to do with the question whether it .hall go utmn
the journal or not. No gentleman is res^.naible for the
Pioiest except those whosigned it. All they are responsi-
ble lor in voting for it is the establishment of a prece
dent, so far as it makes anv. on which others can claim
¦Mtnilar favors hereafter. Now that is the whole question
involved in the controversy, a sit seems to me ; snd I come
now to that branch of it. It has been said that because
a thing of the sort bad never occurred in tbe sixty years
of our experience, we should lie cautious how we adopt
. precedent which may lead to a departure from that
practice. Sir, I acknowledge that tbere is great justice
and force in that rersark. we ought to be cautious how
we ne,«rt Irom our precedents, or establish anything

,
n*w "lies, but not because of what occurred

?' of the formstion of the constitution of
the I ruled States, to which the senator from North
-arolina referred, as that appears to me to have no

possible bearing on the esse before us. Why, whal
is it to which he referred/ It was a proposition
to take from tbe one fifth of the Senate the right and
privilege ol demanding the yeas arid nays, and to give
.hem instea l the right of dissent and ol spreading their
reasons on the journal That is the proposition Thai
was voted down. Nor would it have been a prece
? kbearing conclusively on this case if the profoaj.
0,1 ',a<1 baen to give to the members of both houses a

torstitultonal right to dissent, and that hsd been voted
down Why, I would not vote for it as a matter of con
stitutional right, thus fixing it inviolably u(H>n Congress,
if it should turn out to 1* inconvenient I see no sort of
Objection, howtver, to vote for a rul«, snd try the expen-

ment whether it would he mischievous or not 1 do not
believe it would he foumi to be so, and 1 wi I tell honora¬
ble senators Why t do not believe it would he so.Jie-
couse the long experience of the British.House ol Loids
has not uhown it t»e mischievous, and t»ecau*e we have
Insen told that it has b. en the practice in many ol the
State legislatures, and we have heard nothing ot anyj.c ¦nveiiieiicp. The senator from North Carolina [Mr.Haduhk] referred to one Slate yenterday (nia own) in
which toe practice had led to no inoonvenwoce; other
senator*.those from Pennsylvania and New Hampshirehad referred to their Sutes, where ttio privilege was
thought so important as to have heen secured in the con¬
stitution of these States, and in which it bad been exer¬
cised without mischief. It seems to me, loo, that it is an
evil which would speedily correct itself, if it should lead
to such abuses as gentlemen speak of. VVe should have
two means of correcting it. In the fust place, the Senate
could correct the evil by the establishment of a rule not
to apply to any particular case, but by doing what has
already been done during this session, when we wished
to stnkc at a practice which we believed U) be wasteful
of the time of this body. By establishing a ru.e not aim-
ing at any particular instance, but applying to all future
cases, wc could at any time put an end to the practice, if
it should lead to the evil which is anticipated. But
point of fact the evil would correct itself ; for why would
any member wish to spread his naww on the journal ?
Because, sir, it wouW give them additional!*,lcn oha
and attract lo tiiecn more atteaiion tbau any other in <1
it) which he could signalize and give evidence of hie opfposition to the measure. Hut if .1 became common ;
uiion every light and trivial occasion protests were spread
on the journal, it would be no longer the means of K'V"'*
additional solemnity to your oppositu ol attract
inn more ol public attention to the resistance that youhave male You would then abandon it, as being
more troublesome than giving your views to the pun ic
through the newspapers of tite day, and because (t
not give more piominence, or solemnity, or importance
to your opposition. So that the evil would correct itself.
if it should turn out to be a:i evil. But in point of tact 1 do
ot believe that it would lead to anv evil.

that every senator has a sen* of self-respect and no
gentleman would get up and endeavor, on a li^ t and
trivial occasion, to invoke a torm so so!emu J.the purpose of attracting notoriety. It would be a sure
way to cover himself with nucule. We could notfeet
along at all, unless that leel.ng exited amongs he ^vidual members, and amongst us as a hod> , unless * >me
such conservative leelmg existed here, you could not
make rules enough to preserve the order and harmony
ZSOn would bSB imposs^nU'we'could!
36itToneS^Kick' &̂£ \
que-tion 1 believe thai the whole matter to be consul/red is, not whether the contents ot Hits pro e.t he true or
false, not whether the leasooing ne well or ill, but
whether it will b'-lmelyto do harm as a parlumen at
precedent I believe that if we were to establish the
precedent, it would be productive of good rather thanLarm 1 believe it would be better calculated to ronton
minorities, if you thus allowed them to give additionalS ?v and additional strength to their opposition u.measures which may come up, and that they would be
better aide to go home and satisfy their constituent* lha
they had dontf all which they could to op|>ose and resist
hemThey would be thus able lo measure the de-
tree of their opposition; and in cases where there
was danger of the establishment of a precedent which
might be hereafter mischievous, they might then be
better enabled to break the lorce of that precedent, and in
doing STbe better able to satis.y ai.J content be.ircon-
sti uenuat home In this point of view I believe this
measure would have aditlerent effect Ironi that which theS Uom fx.uis.nna [Mr. Downs] supposes it might]tiave.that of inflaming the excitement in the popular
mind already disturbed in relation to these matters. 1
believe the i>«opte of the South would be more apt to be
contented if they thought lhat we had made an opposition
to this bill mote than usually solemn, more than usuallyimposing, and better calculated to break the force ol thedecedent hereafter, than would have been the case wc
had used none but the ordinary and common means ol re¬
sistance. Here is a .node which involves no disrespect U>
nny one, disturbs the (>eace nowhere, and which, I >e-
lieve if It had been permitted, would have had rather aSill ;l.,d quieting1, fleet But. be t 1 as dtmay1 cat.
assure the senator from Louisiana [Mr. UuwnsJ tnai
there is no ulterior puri>ose behind the protest. W hat
ever it means it says on its lace, and he can reason on its
effects as well as we can. 1 can assure him that so far
u l ut concerned-and 1 believe .t is the leelin* of everymotesTa^ whose name appears on this pat*r-tW .. .to
desire or destg'i to comm.. either States or anybody else
hjany coume of action. There is no appeal to thefeel-
incs and no commitment of the Mates or any one else toai!y course of ac'ion ; but it contains a mere dissent, and
ih* reasons for the dissent, to the |«i«s.ige of this bill.
Mr DOWNS. The gentleman will pardon me. HeLrrxl nnt m recollect the precise nature of my remarks

1 distinctly disclaimed imputing any such in[e"t"on to tne
protestants, but I slill thought that lhat might be the ei

''u'.'1 HUNTER That is a mere difference of opinion be-

l^^,;siir^oP^<'"nsir^tinew,''sheU)esay'heret 'WM^ani? tOT-
,ver. that 1 never see^.od cto n<H hold tnysslf to 1m au-

thor zed to commit my otate 10 y «.;!!,i»imr

by resolutions adopted with almost perlect un*'.tm.tyjU»'er ,w° Tu:r^;rr-.ririeJ,^hesrroThave pursued'tha.
2 from';.; even"!* -r-Ladth.^Str. ifher

'n'w^V b' n!.',""! oin
hands displayed as the emblem of her honor or the
symbol Xr rights. It I

me witness
that I'haeMWt shown mwlf an agjaUK -,.rtl i iiave never proved rnysell esger lor tne iraj,.fe-rrJsSSSr^Sgnow and hereafter. It is only «PJ>nconstitutional nghts, m which the saletv, «ce, ina
c<iu 1 it v of my Slate «re concerned, th«l I leei pounu io

coins forward ud mingle in the debate and join in the

President, I have no very strongindiviil^tw'shin relation to the motion now |iending VVhen 1 sat I l a
t was si"appeal to the courtesy of the Senate I meant<^at we had s.rong individual w.shes but lhat, having
no riaht to ask il as a matter of parl.smentary privilege,
we should be gratihed as aenators, rather than as men.
if it should be the pleasure of the majority lo put this

.... ,.,u.n the lournal. I have DO desire to prolong hisSenate ot to open up discussion 1 did not propose, » hen
I here this morning, to say one word on the sub-

J,Cf Messrs BENTON and BUTLER then addressed theSeriate^ ss published in the Union ol Sunday, and the de-
hfttp proceeded an follow* :]
Mr WALKER .^^aThls'^efl w.sh to

'»rwbo zf.5'iiSi... Ol CI,lorn.. I

KSTiSJregarde.1 as a matterof entire indifference
ten with an entire contempt for all

uerittenthis il the protest was not written for me, it was writ t
by those who, it they had undertaken to write *1

¦me, would not have had a right to do it; and to I
heation, if it was meant in any contemptuous sense
me. I have the further reply to make that the Minator
from South Carolina. I.Mr Butler.] is one ol the last
men whom I would select to write a protest for me.
Mr BUTLER. In making that protest, we did not

think of him. 1 assure hnn it was not fiarticularly lor
him for he was not in my mind, and 1 could have had
no feelings on the subject If it is contemptuous, I assure
him it was not inteoded
Mr WALKER This is not the first time, since I nave

t.lr.n mv sest here, tlist this kind of remark has beenIndulged in by Ihe senator. Upon a simple proposition
«f mine to strike out from the appropriation bill an ap-of mine to sins

(||||U)fn.boaae, 1 was met .n the samewaVf"ScarreIv ever hasth-.e been an allu-.or, made bv

SSSS to bi-. -11 *¦< !>.

has scarcely evei replied to me excepting n )banded wav I bave never trea'ed ihe senator in that
way, ami certainly do not know why 1 should be »o
met at every inovo. li to nic unkind.
Mr BUfLER. Mr. ['resident, I did not know the

senator had thews views. If had told me. 'jj""1'not iu ihe leant have intimated anything of the sort.
is not in my nature to indulge in resentment 1 u ay lie
prompted lor the moment to have a transient[. pass across me ; but as to having a nettled l'«rWw*
assure the gentleman 1 have done towards at all
Mr HOUSTON I regret, Mr 1'ieudent, lli.tt 1 wan

not in iny seat at the moment the senator fioin South
Carolina [Mr. ButUck] alluded to me. 1 am at a
now to know what tue relereuce was. 1 have not lieu >1

J'Mr"'BUTLKR. 1 will repeat. I male no further ref¬
erence than this: 1 slated I h:ul found m a letter this
morning the naine of that distinguished gentleman , o h-
erwise ! could not have associated linn with Mine ufthe
remailca made tlieie, as regards the ulterior designs attrib¬
uted to some of the members among ibe soulherii re | re-
senutives. I said this might be a clue to it. said
nothing more ; and. us that senator has said it was a

[falsehood, I knew he could not be implicated in it. It
showed what kind of sentiments were generally used
against u* I called upon him t° «.y . th?oilier. I had attribute,! to him nothing of that sort I
intended to keep upon the vai.tnge g.ound solar, I assure

''"\ir HOUSTON. I have for some time been apprized
that here was to be a tertible disclomre to come i*it, in
which I was involved, and charging me with tr^", Hni1
various other matters little becoming my geneial demeaiio,
but never, until this morning, was apprizedI of he sum
and substance of this solemn humbug 1 donot Ik »
the import of it. 1 have known of no treason hatching.
I have been dissatisfied with the opinions aud chiu..aer
of some, gentlemen, in relation to the .

owho have undertaken to estnna'e it; bu 1 noMip
prized of any plan for separating this Un on, and
in/ Mexico with it. I have heard nothing ol tne kmu
,hat 1 recollect. Nor could 1 believe it possible that the
two communities could ever amalgamate voluntarily. 1
have no "lea of that. Well. sir. !t is ridiculous to say
I have any knowledge ol such a thing, and that I would
sunureis the exposure of it. It would l>e my duty to pub-lE andloIThould have done. I denounced the=b«f-
lalo hunts as a very iiiex|iedient amusement. I at the

nouuced all those buffalo matters. [Uugbter] But
it,at I should be involved in a great «*ret,a great plo
to dissolve this Union, and connive, at it. is ji v»r>
¦neat humbug. 1 cannot conceive ho* I could do it
consistently with my attachment auddevotioufor he
Union, which is pretty well understood. Had I not
thought vers well of the Union, 1 would never have oc
cupieil a seat upon this floor. Texas had a good deal
trouble to get her senators here and herself into tne
Union 1 am for slaying in it, and improving its c°ndi-
tion We would have almost fought to get into he
Union. We are here, sir. and I want to stay in the
Union. I do not intend to be whipped either in or out of,
the Union, if I car. help it. We will do everything to jpreserve it and nothing to impair it

IBut to say that I am involved in anything of this kind
isiidiculousand false. 1 knew nothing of it, and 1 deny the
rig'ut of being involved in any mallei .>> the speculations
ot newspapers. Whatever 1 do say over my own s.gna
ture I sin responsible for, paiticuiarly wf atever 1 do
sat in my place in the Senate. It.I lame here harltor. g j
a knowledge ol any meditated de.Mgu against the Union,
and did not expose it, I would be a. culpable as the par-
ties w ho were engaged in it.

. ;1 did not expect to have made any rel"ark^l!{)l, .subject I assure the gentleman he will never find, aie
or any gentleman occupying a place upon this floor, doing
aught to injure their reputation or character We mayditf.rin relalion to the pteservation of this Vn'"n',"1as io the general policy of the country. I have voted
here in the majority upon some questions, and in others
I have voted ij the minority. When in the minority, I
have submitted to the rule of the majority ; when in the
majority. I consulted the very same identical devotion for
the Union that 1 .lid when 1 acted in the minority in this
house Minorities, if I understand the princip.es of this
government, are to submit to the act on of the majority,
aud not to say because a majority is in lavor of a P"rtieu
lar measure, and a testable minority opposed to that
measuie mat it is oppression and wrong done because
that measure is earned by the ma.ority. I cannot mnceiv*
that the majority m passing such a measure arecriminai
or culpable ll the minority are small, they can use th
ordinary means prescribed in legislative assemblies; but
when they are voied down by an overwhelming major ty.
1 would suppose it was as much their duty to submit to
the prescription of the constitution as if they were a
numerous minority; uor could it be considered oppres¬
sive We will never transact business if we wait until
the minority yield to the opinions ol the majority.

I he honorable gentlemen have thought propy upon
this occasion to protest against the proceedings of U»i
e-ess; tti.y have had an opportunity of expressing."!
the tallest manner, for the last eight months, the r ob-
lections to the measures which bave been adopted and*.ted upon in the Senate. Had a course of po icy been
lak.n to preclude them from all their right- inherent in
every deliberative holy ol giving (nil expression to their
opinions, 1 should have res,si.t that though I might have
differed in opinion with the honorable gentlemen who
bad volt A adversely to me But when a tree expression
has been given to their opinions, and when the hoi
country is acquainted with these opinions.when iher*
have been read the various arguments upon the different.
bills which have been passed and which were under is
cus-ioti; when the country have had all o^ those a Ivan-
tages. and her representatives have been heard b;, their
eoiistituents.1 cannot, lor one, when I vote in the ma
jority to insist upon eome definite action lieing taken. con-
aider tl.it I am encroaching uikiii the rights of the Soutn
Nthey Present a protest that Is calculate.! to reflect u^.n
he cou.^e which I take, and is disrespectful in language.errorieouT in ita premises, or in its deduces a sc.one
or threatening. I do not believe that I am bound, in duty.Z infetl inaf upon the journals of the SenaU.when he
same reflections have boen thrown broadcast belore t e

community in pro|KHu»io.s in extent more
a«Hl fierc«lhan the one included in ine prote 1
exteiid every latitude to gentlemen whr.are disp es^.twith it, but when we are told and admonished that cer¬
tain things will leal to a dissolution of the Union, whet
they have t^en constitutionally enacted and voted upon
by a large majority of this body, 1 hardly think it is re

Can'il'be intende l for grnsl. Mr. President'
reform any evil that now exists t Is it to enlighten the
public mind? I« it to vindicate the ^natoni I lIhink
not Is the denunciation of measures which have been
constitutionally adopted a means ol '".toring mid auiet-
.1){ the excitement which has been so industriotml* 'fO;,merited throughout this country Have the peop
long b*n ar customed to look bew for their
at home that there must be a continual cannonading kept
up iinon the fortres. ol public security and public trun-
duillitv ? If tny opinion! been n»n.uiActurotl .ieC m, to tune. they have been thrown broadcast over
the hMdTNorth and South , and if the people have been
exhorted to resistance, and to Have recourse to the last
alternative, and to stand upon their rights.to stand upon
iheir defence with prompt and energetic action gome
on to separate Ihe country.if there has not b^nlaidbefere them a colored description of every thing whicl is
calculated to inflame, without giving light to the in-
(.¦llert if tin- ha« not been the case, I am mistaken , and
I stand convicted of error, il *vera! of *he
Slates have not been instructed by de egstes and by sen-
ators from the centre of this Ca,,tol-.f ihey notJ>eenexhorted what direction to take-to call upon ihe people
and the legislature to act and to vindicate their rights.

I deny, sir, that an unconstitutional law has been passed
by this Senate or by Congress I have not voted for any
that In e passed which were not constitutionally passed
They have been passed, 1 believe, with the hope tha
they would be beneficial to the community, and generally
if not always from considerations the most dispassionate
it was thought, at least, they were the most expedient,
and had ihelargest general good embraced in them

I have not sought to manufacture opinion at home J.,.ve, written a political letter to my S;ate ""'T
have become a representative upon this floor , and what
,s the consequence ' A re the people, in A^'t'hevnorsnt > Do they not comprehend iheir rights Are they
nol eatished with the |eg,sl«t.on of Congress Have yo
hi.en any denunciations or threals by the legislature of
mv State I hey have spoken, because resolutions^manu-faetured in other States had been, commended, and by
aomP agitators they hail been brought before the deliber-^ve Assembly by a contrivance, telling them it was

necessary for (he South to stand tHether The-¦ «g« «.
mis have produced some partial action ; but it is partial
Other St.,have be,,/agitated The , xtreme South
looks at the whole phase of this question of national
ureservation or national destruction *' jfoik at Virginia, look at Kentucky; and whirt has Wn
their course ol conduct f They are the greatest sufftrers

i hv the deputation of staves, and by their escape into tree| territory Do you them ag'**1*1 ln®u*DC

of actual endurance of wrong,and injury, and Id4#? No,
sir; but you see the extreme southern StttM) Jroiu which
perhatm a slave has never escaped.they ate the one*
which become the champion* of the border State*, and
cry aloud for vengeance or rediess. Texas, air, ban her
calamities. The slaves have the Indians to flee to ; and
that is not all.they have Mexico u|khi their border.
Do you hear ihein talking of disunion, or threatening that
certain enactments will lead to it when they become law!
1 rward it as my duty, riot only aa a senator, but a* a
wood citizen, when the laws are not manifestly injurious,
niit enacted by a majority of this body, to submit to them.
1 wouid iiave oilier remedies than disunion and iftillitica-
tion. There is the Supreme Court, one of the saleguarda;
there is the presidential veto, another safeguard ; and we

havt atao various other alternatives, rather than disunion.
I am opposed to that; and, unless the barriers ar-; broken
down, and the citizens of the Stales tiave no protection or

shield to their right*, 1 never will yield to impulses Tin be¬
coming my station. 1 might feel wronged and griuved ;
but while there is lee;al and constitutional redre is, I wouid
have recourse to it, and 1 will have recourse to none

other. If am in a minority.a small inftiorily.I will do
the majority the justice to believe that they were actuated
by principles as pure as my own, and by intelligence as

Kreat When it has all combined to produce a result, T
will think I am adding respect to their opinions, to their
l>airiotisra, and to tneir judgment, in submitting with
deference to their decision. But I never will rise up, sir.
and oppose my opinion to the majority, beyond the legal
anil constitutional means that are devised and suggested
by experience If 1 have the Opportunity of declaring in
open Senate that I disapprove of certain measures, and I
believe others better, if 1 am voted down I submit. I
wish to throw no firebrands abroad. I wish not to dictate
or to give a complexion to the public sentiment at home.
If it is excited 1 will seek to allay it, and let the conclu¬
sion of reason alone guide the conduct of the State and
its citizens. I will never seek to tell them. You have
wrongs inflicted upon you, and disunion is the only
temedy.the only means of preserving the Union is dis¬
union This dictation has gone abroad, and particularly
far down in the South. I am of the South. I hope lor
the South. Sir, I was born in the South.1 have lived
in the South.1 have served in the South.1 have been
faithful to thn South. My treasures are there; not the
treasures of pelf, for I have none ; but the treasures of
my heart are theft. It is my home.it is my country.
My family and my household god* are there. Sir, there
are the affections of my heart, and 1 will elms: to it.

But, sir, that South would be trifling, of little worth,
if we tad not a Union to bind the whole in one great
fraternity. Sir, the Union is like the tire of a wheel. It
gives stiength. By it the «|>okes, the felloes, and hub
uie kept compact, seciiie, .»nd capable of bearing weight
and pi essure upon them. Thin, sir, I regard the Union
as embraced all within a circle. I hope 1 have not tried
to serve one section, forgetting its salvation depends upon
others. It is a unit,and you cannot sever it withoutdestruc-
tion. I need not dwell upon separation. It istoo paintul to

contemplate. I will not enduie the agony of believing
lor one moment that this country can ever be thrown apart.
Factious will pink and die away, and the glorious lustre
of the country will become brig liter with increasing time.
Mr CASS. 1 desire to submit a few remarks, and

briefly, rattier in reply to some of the observations of the
senator from Kentucky than with the purpose of dis¬
cussing the main subject. Yesterday, when this ques¬
tion was first presented, 1 was strongly under the im-
pres.-iou Ulat it would be proper to admit this protest.
Subsequent reduction, and all 1 have h';ard said, have
confirmed that impression.have confirmed the opinion
that it would have been far belter to spread tins paper
upon our journal, and have thus yielded to an objecuona-life application, without ad.ling another to the profitless
discussions in ^'nich we lind ourselves engaged, and
adding, also, to The causes ol excitement and irritation
that divi le us. 1 must confess 1 have listened with sur¬

prise to much that has been said upon this occasion, and
to the alarming prediction of the disastrous consequences
that are to follow to the integrity and per|>etuity of our

institutions, should this document be copied by a clerk
upon our records. "What great effects from little causes

spring!" we nray well say, if such results are to succeed a

favorable vote upon this mot,on. No, Mr. President, no;
we have souie causes of danger, as ail free people have;
but these are of a far different character from the harm*,
less proposition which provokes these political jeremiads.
If the liberties of the American (>eople shall endure until
they are destroyed by transferring a protest to the journal
of the Senate, this government will survive till human
governments have fulfilled their functions, and shall
have been superseded by the advent of that millenliium
foretold by prophecy and foreseen by faith. We have
a much more solid foundation for our institutions than
the power to reject similar application*. If we have not,
they are not worth their tenure, and the sootier we know
it the better. Bu', after all, yyhat are we so zealously
discussing.expending upon it, indeed, so much historical
lore, and so much poorer of eloquence f 1 suppose we

do not fear the paper, nor the ink, nor do I sup(»o«e there
i« anv one here who believes that the American people
may not *a>ely be trusted to judge of the sentiments lor
themselves, °r, if they could not, that the transference
asked for would ever carry it to the observation of a

single additional reader. The great community of our

country does not go to the Senate journal to read the
current political topics of the day. f)o you a«|ipOM that
one man. exctpt the proof-leader, ever gsve it entire j>e-
rusal ? No, it is a work lor reference.buried among
other receptacles of human knowledge. Our means of
information are furnished by the newspapers, by the
journals of the day, the jsissing periodicals, and by their
agency this very protest is now travelling to the utmost

verge of the republic, snd will soon be read aod dis¬
cussed in every town, village, and farm-house through
the extent where the solitude* of Nature have yielded to
the animating hum of American industry

It is objected to ihis application, that me framers of the
constitution refused to insert a provision in that instru¬
ment making this right an absolute one Perhaps that
was prudent; 1 am inchned to think it was.for I be¬
lieve it would be better to aliow to the two branches a

discretion, as to the manner 6f keeping their journals, as

well in this respect as in others, than to lay down an

invariable rule for their observance 1 do not under¬
stand ai all, as some senators do, that this refusal to make
the right imperative takes from the Senate its power to
act agreeably to its own discretion. It is a mere ques¬
tion as to the mode of keeping the record of its proceed¬
ings, snd to be regulated at their pleasure It did not
need a specific power, any more than the powei to enter
the othei facts which go to make up its journal, though a

specific grant of the right would have prevented us trtsn
dome as we may now do, if we choose, respecting tbe
piopowiuon.

After all, what is this application, and why is it made f
I take it, sir, that the object is to give additional solemnity
to the opposition to one of the giestest measures that has
ever divided us, snd to dirsct public attention, by this
marked proceeding, to a brief e\<mination of the reasons

urged against it, and given in the most compressed form
It is a solemn appeal to public opinion.the last and safest
tribunal for the adjustment of all the controversy to which
we aie liable. Well, sir, one would naturally suppose
thst a courtesy like this, if you do not choose to consider
it a right, might be safely snd would be cheerfully
granted to the representatives of sovereign States upon
this floor, as well out of regard t« their own charac ter
and p»wition as to the lespect which is due those whose
servants they sre. No such thing The p*st and the
future are equally arrayed against the application, the
parliamentary law of another country, and the awful con¬

sequences that are to follow to our own '¦
Sir, there is one peculiar trait of Aweriran character

which is too common to escaiie the most cursory observa¬
tion, and winch I think as often displays itself in our dis¬
cissions as in any other assemblage in our country and
that is s predisposition to push principles to th»ir ex¬

tremes, to carry them out, with metaphysical subtlety, till
we get lost in mazes of our own creation. If we cannot
find a stone wall against which to stop, we are sure there
is nothing to check us between our present position and
the world's end. And we then depict, with s vast expend¬
iture, if not of arguments, certainly of imagination, the
abuses and dangers we sre pressing for, and arrive at
tbe conclusion that we must do nothing because we may
do everything Why, sir, snch a process strikes st the
root of all grants of power, however necessary or univer¬
sal. We have the power to talk upon all subjects; snd
yet we do not talk forever, though I must confess we are

getting pretty near it. [Laughter 1 We have the pawer to
tax without limitation, and might, therefore, levy taxes
to the whole amount of the proj>erty of the people We
have power to raise armies, and could, if we choose thus
to exercise our authority.our brief author,ty, it would
be in that case.we could, I say, mske the fearful experi¬
ment of a vast standing army in this country. But these,
I repeat, are not real dangers, and none, it appears to me
hut a morbid imagination, can think they are The
spreading of a protest upon our journals is fraught with
abuse, leading, if not to the destruction of the govern¬
ment, at least to amoral revolution, by obstructing its
operation ! It is to be arcom|ianied by replications and re

joinders, and so on to the end of the whole r.bapter of that
trash, called social pleadings, and thus our iegitimste
functions are all to yield to this branch of duty, which,

jpeifior* f<Hj °l lhe I'roPhw>11 to "wallow up its com-

I VVell, sir, apart from the extravagance cf these antici-
w,1Ht fy? e\|*rieiice > It it stated that in many

ul Hit? S.ale* <i| this Union.jierhaps in a moiety o| them
il not more -thi unlimited ri^lit of protesting, and of en-

teru^ til.' |irote»t on the journal, is secured in some by
constitutional regulations, and in olllers by legislative
usage. Have any of these abuses, these political gor-
gons, made their appearance there? Are not the rights
of (hose Mates as safe and a* safely administered as in
others, if there are any, whose journals are inaccessible
to these applications.' Has any embarrassment worth
.peaking of, in tbe course ol legislation, been ex|ierienced
tnere winch hits not been felt everywhere.' 1 think if
there were danger, there are faithful sentinels enough
tnrouili the country to so ind the alarm, without any
need on our part of exciting such terrible public appre¬
hension: and when abuses come, if ever, it will be very
easy to find an adequate remedy.
Now, sir, as q the facts and testaments of this protest,
am not res|K>nsible for them. By admitting it upon Ihe

record, I neither aver the one nor sanction the other. So
Ihat it is in respectful language, I can no more becaflcd
to account for it than I could for the speeches of the
gentlemen who signed it, made in this body, and which it
is my duty and my pleasure to hear. And really, sir, I
am not so sensitive as to my course, duriug this unneces¬
sary controversy, that I am unwilling to allow tjie largest
liberty of circulation that our institutions allow, as well
as the largest liberty of discussion. Kven if we err, the
error is on the right side.the side of freedom, of exami¬
nation.the true American side in all such investigations
It the course of observation in this protest may seem to b«
a reproach upon those of us who do not join it, I, for one
am ready »o take my share of it, without hesitation or com¬
plaint. If I have not character enough to redeem ine
from it, the sooner I go home the better for my constit¬
uents. out, sir, 1 do not see the paper iu thisaspect. I do
not trunk it should be examined and exposed with curi
(Mis eye to discover causes of objection. A reasonable
latitude of remark should be allowed, or the right itself
won d degenerate into a dry record of undisputed facts
But ! do not believe that either of those gentlemen in¬
tended to cast the slightest reflection upon the other
member* of the Senate. They disavow it, and the ev-

pianation i'i perfectly satisfactory to me.
But sir, the oft-repeated tale is said again, and we are

told that no such proceeding has ever taken place under
our government. VVell, sir, and what then > This govern-
ment has existed for sixty years, and in that period the
world lias not stood still. Neither nature, nor man, nor
intellect remains in a state of immobility. Are we to
make no improvements, 1 do not say in the principles of
government.though I believe there is much to improve
there.but in the feature, even in the forms of legislation,
or the process of administration ? Can we interpose no
new and salutary check because, the necessity not hav.
ing before disclosed itself, the remedy was not provided
tor. The true inquiry in all such cases is, not whether
the act proposed has been done before, but whether we
can constitutionally do it, and ought to do it. That is the
true, common-sense view of the subject Progress is one
ol the laws imposed equally upon the moral and upon the
natural world ; and he who does not obey it will soon
find that, in yielding a blind obedience to precedent, his
sympathies will connect him with a past generation Kx-
perience is worth a great deal m the affairs of this life,
with public and private; but that experience is not made
up alone of what was thought and done before us. Much
of it belongs to our own personal observation, and can¬
not be surrendered without substituting a blind obedi-
ence f°r th<5 dictates of our judgment.a judgment which
adds the increased knowledge of our own times to the
knowledge of those who preceded us upon the sphere of
action.

Mr. PRATT. Mr. President, f do not feel disjiosed to
prolong tins debate, and I delayed saying anything, in the
hope that others who preceded me would advance the
opinions which I euterlain. or some of th-m, to the
reception of this protest. I did not, sir, and 1 ain sure no

one who has spoken designed to, charge the honorable
gentlemen who have signed this pa|ier with any inten¬
tion to reflect either upon the action of the Senate or of
the individual members of the Senate. I do not mean to
do so now, sir I do not mean to attribute to them, en

tertaining as they do the sentiments expressed in this
paper, any blame for ottering tbe paper to the considera¬
tion of the Senate and the country. On the contrary, I
do not know that it was not their duty to do so. But it is a

very different question, even in this age of progress, when
the Senate of the United Slates are asked by their rote to
put m«ou their journal a paper which contains these seuti-
ments, when tbe majority of the Senate do not concur in
the sentiments which aru expressed in the j>a|>er. Thi*
paper makes out ¦ ca«e, which, if believed by the south¬
ern States of this Union, will compel every southern
State, in honor, to secede from the Union. Now, it is the
opinion of my friends who have signed this |>aper, as

the representatives of their States, that the state ol facts
has occurred.that this government has acted in such .

wa> as will not only justify, but which makes their own
States derelict in honor unless they do secede from the
Union. That being their opinion, they have the |*rfect
right to express it. 1 hey have no constitutional right to

place such sentiments upon your journal, when they are not
the oiiinioHsof the Senate. ^ think they have no right to
a«k the Senate, who do not entertain these sentiments,
lot permission to put them upon ihe journal; and a con¬
currence hi those sentiments will be attributed to us, if
we vote to have placed upon our journal the reasons
which are assigned.

In addition to the concluding paragraph read by the
senator from Wisconsin, [Mr VValur,] I beg to call
the attention of ihe Senate to the fact, that in the jirotest
there are seven intimations that, in the passage of this bill
for the admission of California, Congress has done an

unconstitutional act On yesterday, when I was about to
comment upon that expression, rny friend from Virginia
stated that the paj>er contained no such asseveration He
ha* admitted to-day that it doe* Novr, in sevendifferent
portions of the (>aper, the position isslattd and reiterated that
Congress, upon the j>as*age of the Cslifomia bill, has done
an unconstitutional set. and an unconstitutional act
which is subversive to tbe rights of the South I snder-
stood the gentleman to say thst this paper does not sssen
that the passage of the bill admitting California was un¬

constitutional In the first place, the first passage of this
paper in which I Ihink it is explicitly stated is this:
We have dissented from this bill because ft gives the

sanction of law and ibua Imparts validity to the nnauthor-
lied action of a portion of tl»e inhabitants of Ualtfornia, t»y
which an odious discrimination I* made against the prot>er-
IV ol the filteen slavelioldm* Stales ol tfce Union, who are

thus deprived ol thst position of equality wtiloh ih» contti
union ao oisnilesily designs, and which constitutes ihe only
sure and stable foundation on which this Union can re-

I pose.
Now, Mr. President, I submit thst here is one assertion

that this is a measure which is unconstitutional in itaelf
It has deprived them of that "position of equality which
the constitution ao manifestly designs, and which consti¬
tutes the only sure and stable foundation on which this
Union can repose and it is that "we have dissented
from this bill because it gives the sanction of law and
thus imparts validity to the unauthorized action of a por¬
tion of the inhabitants of California" It is, therefore,
the bill for the sdmission of California which "gives the
sanction of law and imparts validity" to the nnaulborzsd
or unconstitutional act of the hill of California, by
which this constitutional right of the South they are de¬
prived of. There is number one.

Again, it la said in the next paragraph :

Because the right of the alsveholding Stales to a com¬
mon end e'j'ial enj .rcn.nit of ihn le,rltory of ihe Union lis*
b»'n defeated by s system of measures which, without the
authority of pre-edent, of law, or of the constitution, fit
does not mean preesdsni of the constitution, but wnhout tne

authority ol the oonstituiinn,) was manifestly contrived for
thai purpose, and which Congress must sanction and adopt,
should UiiM bill become a law.

Now this branch of Congress have passed the bill.
This branch of Congress have therefore sanctioned this
one of the measures, thus averred as unconstitutionsl,
and as having been originslly designed and introduced for
the purpose of depriving the South of their constitutional
rights. So in six or seven other part* of this paper it is
reiterated to be unconstitutional Without referring or

detaining the Senate by a reference to the other portions
of this paper, which assert the unconstitutional action of
Congress by the passage of this bill, I proceed tosak the
attention of the Senate to thst clause which, in connexion

with the last paragraph of ths paper already read by the
senator from Wisconsin, would show thai, in the opinion
of those that signed this protest, the passage of this bill
constitutes such sn act as would make it obligatory upon
the southern Ststes either to submit to injustice or to re¬

sist this bill, slthnugh it should become a law ;

Becsus* to vote for a bill paaa«d under snoh circum¬

stances would be to agree to a principle which may «*-

elude forever hereafter, as ft does now, the States which we
represent from sit enjoyment of the common territory of
thelJninn s principle which destroys the equal rights of
their constituents, the equality of their Stales in the
confederacy, tho equal dignity of those wlmm they rep
reliant aa men and as citizeni In the eye of the law, and
thsir equal title to the protection of the government and the
constitution

The passage of this bill deprive*, (beief jre, the citizens
ol llie South of the equal rights they |wmiii uuder the
protection of the law and lite constitution. Now, sir,
everysouthern man.every southern State which may
coincide ill opinion with tliuse piotestaiitu.mutt come to
the couciugioii which they do, that lexiotuuce is not only
their i^tu, but their duty. It is one thing, as I have
.aid, lor gentlemen who really entertain these sentiments
in *ih0W ". a.Ild *vi»w (hem at they have done here.

"'fcnner; it is iui|*>rtant that the

hie thioinrhoii'i iV'°W """ Ke,alel"«"'. *» highly respecta-
le throughout the country an they are, do really enter-

I. Zl\TT^ ' l*ul " » mother thin*XI 7mL
are aslted to *ive°i« o

"ol ei|,erUl" M"0"® opiuions,
u> I ?1*, *">*tora the privilege of put-

we do not concur I he paper itaelf, 1 apprehend, must
have been signed by some ol my vory worthy and ee
teemed friends who have signed it, froei verv different
motives from those expreasedhy the paper itaelf and m
pressed by those who liuve spoken in ibis debate 1 aav
Iho unconstitutional act is seven times reiterated' A thii
|>*per. Of those who signed this paper, there was the
honorable senator laom Louisiana, [Mr. Souut.1 «u,|
several others of my worthy friends, who, during tue de¬
bate on this very bill under consideration, expressed their
determination to vote for the bill amended in reference to
the boundaries of California. They were prepared to
vote for it. Therefore, in the estimation of my worthy
iriend from Louisiana, [Mr. Soul*,] there was no con¬
stitutional impediment to the passage of thin bill.
Mr. SOUL£. If the senator will allow me, I can ex¬

plain. I never intended to declare that the admission of
CaJi.'oruia in part was uxco'o'itutioiial, or subject to the
objections which I had urged against her admission; but
1 was willing that California, it she should be confined in
her limits to 3d deg. 30 miii., should be admitted.not on
account of the restriction of those limits only, bat be¬
cause. according to the substitute which I had myself
ottered, she was to be remanded to a new convention,
ami, being so remanded, the constitution under which
she would have been admitted into the Union would no
longer have been the former constitution, but the con¬
stitution as sanctioned by this new convention, thus held
under the authority of Congress. I tbsnk the senator
lor his kindness in allowing me the opportunity of ex¬

planation.
*

Mr. PRA n\ 1 am very glad that I gave the senator
an opportunity of making the explanation, and to show
what he meant. Now, sir. one remark of the seustor is
in accordance with another clause of this paper:
Because all tbo propositions liavj been rejected which

have been made to o'xain either a recognition of the right
o< "'e xtavi-noldinv yiaie* to a oo nizi in enjovineat of all
ilio territory of iho United States, or to a fair oivibion of that
terrilory between Uio slavetioldiiig and iion-slaveholdins
m.ilet oi lilt; l,i.mi). .

"

This paper, therefore, asserts that all propositions for
the purpose of givimt to the slaveholding States of this
Union a just participation of this Territory were
voted down. It has been said upon this floor.I
beg here to stale it as a tact known to you sad to other
senators upon the floor who do not enterUin the senti¬
ments here expressed.that when the Compromise bill
was before the Senate, we had obtained a majority of this
body who had consented to divide California according
lo tae wishes of our southern friends, provided that bill
bad not bten deleated, and provided it could have passed
with the amendment which uad been made to it. I state
this as a fact, therefore, that there was not that dispo¬
sition upon the pait of the representatives of the North
here to oppress the South which is attributed in this pa-
P*-n- ®y wanted California admitted, and they were
willing that the territorial governments should be estab¬
lished without the Wilmot Proviso, and they were far¬
ther willing, tor the sake of the peace and harmony of the
country, patriotically to sacrifice what they might consid¬
er the opinions of their own immediate constituent* for
tiie safety of the country, by dividing California sou'*
meet the views of the South In reference to tbia posi¬
tion, 1 have already sjid, sir, all that 1 designed to sayst
the tune I arose to speak. I cannot vote, and 1 regret it
exceedingly, for the admission of this psper and spread¬
ing it upon the journal. .

ilr. HUNTER. Mr. President, I must say that, in ay
opinion, the senator from Maryland [Mr. Pratt] labors
under a very extraordinary mistake with recant to the
meaning and lorce of that protest, aud certainly imputes
to us influences and designs wHich we have never enter-
lamed or manifested, lie says that paper contains a con¬
clusion which will force the slaveholding Stales to se¬
cede from the Union. Now, 1 maintain there is nothing
of the sort to be found within that protest. It contains
reasons against the admission of California given, I be¬
lieve, in every speech made. But it confines itself to
those reasons, and neither recommends nor suggests any¬
thing to be done by the Stales upon the subject So far
from suggesting even secession as a consequence of
the pa-sa^e of this bill, he will find that an opposite
conclusion could as legitimately be dtawn from it.
I his clause declares that the principle to which this
jni^ht lead, if ptrmitd in, would lead to the disso¬
lution of this confederacy, and thus would seem to ex¬
clude the conclusion that it ought to sever the Union

Unlessperaisted in. He will perceive that, in the clause
i* lei red lo, we protest against the admission of Cklfor-
n.y under such circumstances, because it would seem to
imply, in our view of the case, tUtat the object of ex-
eluding slavery was so high and important as to joatify
this government in a violation ol the principles of good
j>olicy, or to justify it even in a violation of the constitu¬
tion. We say that such a conclusion would lead to a

principle which, it persisted in, would lead to a destruc¬
tion of the confederacy. Is there a man here who be-
lieves the establishment of such a principle would not
lead to a destruction of ihe confederacy I Why air ee-
tablish a principle that the exclusion of the South from a
fair psrticipstion in the Territories is an object so high as
to justify me government in a disregard of the conatitu-
'!°n l

could we live in the confederacy with safety
it such a principle were established and peraisted in f It
seems to me.I will not say that any fair-minded nan. for
1 know my friend from Maryland [Mr. Pratt] is fair-
minded.but I must say that it seems to me he com
menced rending this paper with a spirit of prejudice, and
has thus been induced lo draw inferencee from it which
it will not justly bear. There is not even a hint of a
recommendation to resistance in the whole paper. In
summing up in the conclusion our objections against the
measure, we say. it is true, that the establiebment of
such s principle, if insisted in. must lead to a separa-
,lion; snd who can doubt it.' But the senator frees Ma
iy Isnd [Mr. Pratt] has msde another objection to this

'protest He says that we assert that ths admiaaion of
California is unconstitutional, and that we could Dot have
admitted her upon any conditione without a violation of
the constitution This, sir, is a matter of roastraction
We differ from him in his conclusions I do not propose
to enter upon this subject at length ; bat I think m will
no* And it asserted in that paper that it was unconstitu¬
tional to hsve admitted California with reduced hoanda
"e*.. He Wl" on,y fii>d ii aeeerted that the admiaaion of
California sanctions a system of meaauree, which have
been pursued in the Territories, calculated to deprive us
of our constitutional rights. That fli tas assertion.
and nothing more So far from that tvtog assert¬
ed, as he supposes, one of the causes of complaint
is that every amendment made for the purpose
of producing a fair division of that territory was

rejected. But to this, too, he objects, for ne says
we knew if we had voted for the Compromiee bill we
could have obtained such a reduction, and that other sen¬

ators knew it. He msy have known this, but wa did not.
nor had we canss to suppose it. Whatever we proposed
for this purpose was voted down, snd this is all that we
assert. We make no sssertion.no protest, aa to what
might have been obtained, or what would have been at¬
tained under certain circumstance*. It may be well
enough tor gentlemen to ssy we coald hare obtained
this or that, and if southern men would only hare done
what they could not conscientiously do.vote for the re¬

duction of the lim'ts of Texse.that tbeee northern gentle¬
men would hsve reduced California to a southern bound¬
ary of M degrees 30 minutee. If they were willing to

vote for it in a combined measure, why not as a asperate
proposition » Sir. they must have bsen willing lo vote
for it wciiine it waa iort, proper, and expedients under
the circumstances; and if it was just and proper in itself,
then ii wss as just and expedient te have voted for it
alone as to have voted for it in thai assemblage of msas-

ures. We should have been warranted, therefore, in af¬
firming that they did not mean to vole for sneh a redac¬
tion of limits; but we msde no such sssertion. There
might have been secret purposes amongst the friends of
the omnibus bill, but they wsre known only to its par-
ticnlsr friends We hsd no knowle«lge of such an inten¬
tion. But all the amendments "tiered for that Mrpoee
failed, which is all thst we ssserted ; and we are justified
in saying that they voted sgsinst svery proposition to re¬

duce these limits If they were willing to Tote 1m such
s reduction of the limits of California in the omnibus
hill, why not do it in s separate meaeure t.hecatiss if it

was just snd proper, it wss as proper in a aeparats as in
an assemblage of measures. Why offer it to aa in a

connexion which incapacitated us from voting for it even
if inclined to do eo t It was known that we could not

vote for it in connexion with the Tsxas feature.


